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Innovation processes are often conceptualized with an urban bias and are therefore 
theorized solely considering the perspective of the urban environment (e.g. close face-
to-face contacts, dense urban milieus, fast interactions between a multitude and diverse 
actors, etc.). As a result, innovation theories do not sufficiently consider the context of 
the periphery and how this context may foster or hinder the development of innovative 
products, technologies and services. In the meantime, economic geographers started 
to conceptualize innovation processes in peripheral locations as ‘slow innovation’ 
(Shearmur 2015, 2017; Shearmur & Doloreux, 2016) and they have emphasized 
the need to consider innovative processes as more isolated, less dependent on frequent 
interactions with partners and more strategic in terms of seeking information and 
knowledge. Another stream of research that recently emerged, considers the periphery 
as a space in which creativity can more freely unfold because innovators are positioned 
at the fringes and are more free to experiment with unconventional ideas (Grabher 
2018). Less emphasis has been placed on the notion that peripheral spaces can also offer 
opportunities for experimentation because they afford innovative actors the opportunity 
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to reflect, search, experiment and advance in undisturbed, more ‘slow’ ways, perhaps 
because they by choice are shielded from accelerating economic pressures. In this sense, 
the relative emptiness or thinness of the periphery can be considered not only as an asset 
for innovation, but also as an empowering characteristic for innovative behavior. This 
exploratory essay examines these processes through exploratory case studies of slow 
innovators in peripheral regions in the European Alps (Italy and Austria).1
1.1	 Introduction
There is a growing interest in economic geography in the ways in which peripheral 
regions can indeed be innovative, yet the research on innovation in the periphery is still 
in its infancy and in need for in-depth empirical work and theorization. The emerging 
attention however helps us to develop a more nuanced picture about how innovation 
works in regions that are not characterized by an urban, munificent environment and 
that are generally thought of as peripheries (for a comprehensive review, please see 
Eder 2018). What we now know is that innovative firms in the periphery compensate 
for locational disadvantages, for example, through the acquisition of external knowl-
edge (Rodríguez-Pose & Fitjar 2013) or through being engaged in more formal 
collaborations (Eder & Trippl 2019; Grillitsch & Nilsson 2015). While this line of 
research mainly highlights compensation mechanisms, less is known about how innova-
tive actors benefit from peripheral areas. Recent work highlights the fact that innova-
tive firms that are located in peripheral regions do indeed benefit from the periphery 
in various ways such as e.g. utilizing the benefits of peripheral environment against 
labor poaching, exploiting institutional leeway, benefitting from lower cost locations, 
etc. (Eder & Trippl 2019). Others have talked about the ‘paradox of the periphery’ and 
highlighted the ways in which peripheral regions that are often seen as poor environ-
ments do indeed have benefits that rural entrepreneurs can capitalize (Anderson 2000). 
While the perspective on compensation and exploitation strategies of innovative firms 
in the periphery is valuable because it gives us insights into the ways in which innova-
tive actors manage to overcome peripheral disadvantages and how they leverage the 
periphery’s advantages, it does not tell us much about the specific behavior, motivations, 
personal drivers, and moreover the character of innovative work done by innovative 
actors in the periphery and specifically, why they choose to be located in relative isola-
tion.
To fill this research gap, we can utilize two concepts that on the one hand address 
innovative behavior in the periphery and how it may differ from innovative behavior in 
1 The empirical research was funded through a MeRSA grant of the Regional Studies Associa-
tion. The author thanks the RSA for this support, which made the field work possible. I also thank 
the interviewees for their time and the trust they afforded me during the field work in April and 
June 2019.
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more urban, core locations. Here we utilize Shearmur’s concept of ‘slow innovation’ 
(Shearmur 2015; Shearmur & Doloreux 2016). While slow innovation requires less 
frequent interaction and for which knowledge can be transmitted over longer distances, 
fast innovation requires the opposite and is therefore more dependent on core locations. 
The concept of slow innovation helps to focus on the absence of the need to act fast in 
terms of innovative behavior and redirects our attention to alternative forms of being 
innovative in a peripheral context. Our empirical work points to practices that follow the 
‘slow innovation’ approach outlined by Shearmur. Yet, the data also hints at exploring 
questions related to ‘slowness’ as a response to the increasing acceleration of the modern 
society. To interpret these findings, we utilize Rosa’s concept of dynamic stabilization 
and social acceleration (Rosa 2013, 2017; Rosa, Dörre & Lessenich 2017). We there-
fore not only embed this research in the economic geography literature on innovation in 
peripheral regions, but also in the literature on the sociology of speed and social accel-
eration (Wajcman & Dodd 2017).
Why is the focus on innovative actors in peripheral regions particularly regarding 
their ‘slow’ behavior and motivation important and relevant? Our perspective on periph-
eral places is too often influenced by negative associations related to the term periphery, 
and peripheral places are often thought of as lagging, structurally disadvantaged regions. 
Often they are referred to as “places that don’t matter” (Rodríguez-Pose 2018) and 
the dominant narrative is linked “to a feeling that there is no future and no hope […]. 
The lack of faith in the future is giving way to the impression that these places matter 
less than hitherto. […] Overall, the fear of being left behind and of having no future is 
leading to a re-action which is starting to have serious political, social and economic 
consequences” (Rodríguez-Pose 2018, p. 196). Rodríguez-Pose (2018) notes that the 
population in places that are faced with social and economic decline reacts in politi- 
cal ways through for example populist sentiments. Indeed recent work links industrial 
and economic decline to an anti-EU sentiment in recent elections in EU member states 
(Dijkstra, Poelman & Rodríguez-Pose 2019). These developments indicate that the 
capitalist logic is increasingly fragile and prone to instability. Socioeconomic crises 
– and among them we would count increasing regional inequalities and hopelessness 
in peripheral regions – appear to increase despite overall growth and acceleration in 
modern economies in general (Rosa 2017). Given these instabilities and the need for a 
more place-sensitive perspective, we acknowledge that peripheral regions can indeed be 
innovative albeit in various ways (Alderman 1998; Davies, Michie & Vironen 2012; 
Lee & Rodríguez-Pose 2013; Tödtling & Trippl 2005) and that these places may 
give us insights into how peripheral regions may benefit from ‘slow’ development.
For this paper, we draw on empirical insights from an exploratory study of innova-
tive actors located in peripheral regions in the European Alps. The European Alps are a 
peculiar region in Europe. While the region is overall growing particularly in terms of 
population (the Alpine region grew by 7,8% between 2001 and 2015), regional dispari-
ties are increasing particularly between core and peripheral parts of the Alps (Chilla & 
Heugel 2019). The more urbanized regions are developing quite positively while the 
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peripheral regions that are typically located in higher altitudes experience significant 
economic decline, demographic change and a loss of services of general interest. This 
has been taken up by various countries in reports and strategies that address the fate of 
these peripheral mountain regions as so-called inner peripheral areas (European Union 
2018; Servillo, Russo, Barbera & Carrosio 2016). Over the past decades, the Alpine 
region has experienced significant change due to industrialization and the decline in 
traditional industries (Bätzing 2015). However, today, traditional industries and sectors 
are still present and exist in parallel to modern industries.
The empirical focus of this paper is on peripheral regions in the Alps. Qualitative 
data were collected in two valleys in the Italian Piemont region and in the Austrian 
region of Osttirol (two peripheral regions in Switzerland are still planned for inclusion 
in the study, most likely interviews there will take place in early 2020). These regions 
are considered peripheral as they experience great distance (both geographic, but also 
cultural and institutional) to their respective core regions (e.g. Torino and Rom, but also 
Innsbruck and Vienna). The regions have experienced significant demographic decline 
due to out-migration and face structural challenges such as an aging population, securing 
the provision of public services, retaining and attracting economic activities, etc. (ARGE 
Vordenken für Osttirol 2019; Pettenati 2013). Yet, both peripheries also experi-
ence selective in-migration and return migration of so-called new highlanders (Bender 
& Kanitscheider 2012). Among the new highlanders are practicing entrepreneurs and 
innovative actors who see the potential and the assets of the peripheral regions (Mayer, 
Habersetzer & Meili 2016; Mayer & Meili 2016).
The data was collected through a total of 20 semi-structured interviews with firm 
owners and entrepreneurs who are located in these regions. The interview partners were 
selected through snowball sampling that was based on a first cursory analysis of regional 
data (desktop research and engagement with collaboration partners). Collecting firm-
level data in such a context is not easy and needs to rely on various sources including 
regional development agencies, corporate websites, newspaper articles, etc. In some 
cases, we were able to rely on listings created by regional development agencies or advo-
cacy groups (CIPRA, etc.). In many other cases, however, firms and innovative actors 
were identified during fieldwork through referrals by interview partners and regional 
experts. The interviews were held in German or English and they were recorded, tran-
scribed and analyzed.
1.2	The	concept	of	‘slow	innovation’
The concept of ‘slow innovation’ refers to the unique characteristics of innova-
tion processes in peripheral regions. It is rather new and was first developed by Richard 
Shearmur (Shearmur 2015, 2017; Shearmur & Doloreux 2016). It specifically 
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refers to ideas regarding innovation processes that take place in a context characterized 
by peripherality. Innovators in peripheral locations may not have immediate access to 
information sources as it would be the case for their more urban counterparts. Slow inno-
vation – according to Shearmur (2015) and others – is characterized by the following 
aspects:
Information and knowledge necessary for innovation is not time-dependent and  ●
tends to be of more technical, scientific nature. It does not lose value rapidly, 
hence the term “slow”.
Slow innovators tend to have a lower frequency of interaction with external  ●
actors (e.g. suppliers, partners, etc.).
Slow innovators tend to strategically search for information and knowledge. As  ●
a result, they do not rely on informal contacts and serendipity.
Innovators in peripheral locations may rely on physical proximity and they  ●
thereby cross social and cultural boundaries. Peripheral contexts would need 
to be reconsidered regarding their ability to offer “diverse diversity” (Meili & 
Shearmur 2018).
Some innovations in the peripheral context may depend on unique local knowl- ●
edge, know how and/or problem identification. Scholars have looked at the 
various endowments and assets the periphery offers to entrepreneurs and how 
entrepreneurial valorization may take place of these aspects. Anderson refers to 
this as “paradox in the periphery” (Anderson 2000).
Innovators in the periphery tend to be more introverted and more reliant on  ●
internal capacities (Malecki & Poehling 1999).
It is important to note that the concept of slow innovation was developed prima-
rily to categorize innovation processes in the peripheral context and to illustrate how 
innovators who locate in relative isolation are still able to be innovative and compete 
in the market economy. It therefore is a concept that is based in traditional innovation 
studies and traditional notions of economic geography, in which aspects of quantitative 
growth, market economy, etc. dominate (Donald & Gray 2019; Schulz 2012). Slow 
innovation does therefore not relate in any way to the discussions around, for example, 
the anti-globalization movement such as the network of Slow Cities (Mayer & Knox 
2006, 2010a, 2010b; Pink 2008). While Shearmur discusses innovation processes in 
the periphery and refers to them as ‘slow’, he does not pay attention to the more socio-
logical aspect of ‘slowness’ such as the increasing acceleration and homogenization 
of everyday life and socioeconomic practices. However, in the context of peripheral 
regions, this additional dimension of ‘slowness’ needs to be considered and I propose an 
extension of Shearmur’s concept.
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To do this we can take Hartmut Rosa’s work on social acceleration as a starting 
point. Although Rosa is not explicitly addressing the role of innovation in peripheral 
regions, his conceptualization of social acceleration will help us elucidate the socioeco-
nomic practices and motivation of innovative actors and entrepreneurs in the periphery 
that go beyond mere market-/capitalist objectives. Rosa’s conceptualization should be 
understood as a social critique of modern – e.g. capitalist – societies, which as he writes 
operate “in a mode of dynamic stabilization” and “systematically requires growth, inno-
vation and acceleration in order to maintain its socio-economic and institutional status 
quo” (Rosa 2017, p. 437). Without acceleration, he argues, modern capitalist societies 
would lose their economic competitiveness and social stability. Not only is quantitative 
increase seen as immanent to this logic, but also the social aspects of increasing accel-
eration, which Rosa and his co-authors note is the “setting-in-motion of the material, 
the social and the cultural world at an ever increasing speed” (Rosa et al. 2017, p. 58). 
He observes that many aspects of our lives today are subject to increasing speed. In 
particular, the role of knowledge has changed. This aspect is especially important for 
studying innovation processes. According to Rosa, modern conceptions of knowledge 
rest on a logic of novelty and quantitative increases as well as “systematically pushing 
the borders, increasing the volume of the known, transgressing into the yet unknown” 
(Rosa 2017, p. 441). This stands in contrast to traditional notions of knowledge in non-
modern societies that value for example knowledge as a treasure and where knowledge 
is handed down from one generation to another. Here learning by doing or performing, 
but also schooling is important. All these aspects of non-modern knowledge creation 
take time and innovative actors need to pause to reflect and to learn from others. Yet, 
modern work places but also entrepreneurial and innovative behavior is characterized 
by increasing speed and speed is incorporated or even embodied in work and innovation 
practices through for example modern technologies (Gregg 2017).
The emphasis on the role of knowledge as a market-driven asset that allows 
modern/capitalist societies to innovate and grow implies that in order to be innovative, 
one has to be in the midst, at the center of an innovation hotspot. These hotspots are the 
large, growing cities of the Western developed world. Indeed, such an “urban bias” is 
present in various writings ranging from Edward Glaeser (2011) to Richard Florida 
(Florida, Adler & Mellander 2017). It is argued that “the city with its greater levels 
of density and diversity is the more eternally conducive environment for generating the 
human creativity that underpins innovation, entrepreneurship and economic growth” 
(Florida et al. 2017, p. 93). Milan, New York, Silicon Valley, Vienna, etc. – the city 
offers the opportunity for fast exchange of ideas, fast reaction of market trends and 
changes, fast implementation of commercialized products, etc. Because of this perspec-
tive, peripheral regions loose out as they cannot produce fast knowledge and innova-
tion. Instead, young people leave the periphery and move to cities. Peripheral regions 
empty out and emptiness is seen as negative. Yet, slowing down in the sense of valuing 
different types of knowledge and innovation processes (among these, those that are 
“slow”), but also utilizing emptiness to afford experimentation, to follow holistically 
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one’s own ideas and project can also be seen as an asset (Bock 2016; Viazzo & Zanini 
2014), particularly for innovation. Such a perspective is different and values the benefits 
and assets the periphery may offer to innovative actors. This is especially important in 
order to find new visions for the development of smaller urban places and peripheries 
(Harrison et al. 2019).
1.3	Empirical	insights:	Some	initial,	exploratory	notes
The exploratory interviews in Italy and Austria highlight that innovative actors in 
these peripheral regions indeed exhibit specific behaviors that can be associated with 
Shearmur’s concept of slow innovation. Yet, the empirical data suggests that if we only 
focus on the ways slow innovators gain information and knowledge, how often they 
interact with innovation interlocutors and how open they are, we may miss another 
important aspect of innovation in peripheral regions, which has more to do with oppor-
tunities for experimentation and how these afford innovative actors the possibility to 
reflect, search, experiment and advance in undisturbed, more ‘slow’ ways, perhaps 
because they by choice are shielded from accelerating economic pressures. In the 
following I will discuss these two aspects of slow innovation by utilizing examples.
Shearmur’s concept of slow innovation strongly emphasizes the aspect that inno-
vation in the periphery is less time dependent. This implies that slow innovators in the 
periphery rely more on information and knowledge that does not loose its value rapidly 
and that “sticks” around. In other words, in contrast to urban innovators who seem 
to be more reliant on rapidly developing market sourced information (think fashion 
designer in Milan who needs to be at the center of design at the right time and act fast 
on designing a new line of clothing), peripheral innovators seem to rely more on knowl-
edge and information that is more technical, perhaps scientific or even more traditional 
and does not loose is value quickly. This aspect is reflected in the qualitative data. The 
interviewed innovators in the periphery also reported a lower frequency of interaction 
with external actors such as supplier, partners, universities. In one case for example 
(a world-leading manufacturer of essential oils) the CEO reported that the firm visits 
its customers once a year and that in addition it is represented at the industry’s major 
convention once a year. Because the firm does not need to be in touch with its partners 
more often, it also does not see the location in the periphery as a disadvantage. In another 
case, the CEO reported that following one visit with a customer in the United States, the 
firm developed the prototype relying solely on infrequent video conferencing to finalize 
and eventually convince the customer about the project. Such infrequent interaction 
with suppliers and customers were mentioned by a number of interview partners and 
most likely this has to do with the fact that the companies on the one hand offered very 
customized solutions to specific customers and that on the other hand they operate in 
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rather slow-moving markets, in which changes occur rather slowly or are based on long-
standing technical and scientific knowledge that does not change quickly.
Change and progress in the sense of developing innovation is, however, impor-
tant to the interviewed slow innovators. But coming up with new ideas and innova-
tive products was rather associated with incremental or process improvements to the 
product itself but also to the process of developing and manufacturing the products. In 
one case (a manufacturer of hand-made brushes and brooms) described in great detail 
how he himself experimented and developed machines that helped him improve his 
products, find sources of defects and eliminate them. In developing these solutions, he 
relied mostly on his own technical competencies, which he augmented with learning 
by doing but also with upgrading his own technical knowledge base using knowledge 
gained on the Internet. This also points to another interesting aspect that was revealed 
by the interviews: Slow innovators in the periphery strategically search for knowledge 
and information they need for their advancement. In contrast to their urban counterparts, 
which may rely more on serendipitous contacts and accidental encounters that a dense 
urban environment may offer them, slow innovators in the periphery strategically search 
and reach out to those who they think will help them the most. As a result of this specific 
behavior, in most cases innovation was characterized by incremental improvements and 
the innovative actors are rather innovative followers than leaders.
The literature on slow innovation emphasizes the interesting role social and 
cultural diversity may play in the peripheral context. It is argued that innovators in 
the periphery rely more on physical proximity when interacting with others and that 
they thereby tend to cross social and cultural boundaries. Some have argued that this 
interesting situation leads us to consider the periphery as a context in which diversity is 
rather diverse and not specific (Meili & Shearmur 2018) and that this allows innova-
tors in the periphery to also draw on the local context. The local context in this view is 
not characterized by “thinness” (Tödtling & Trippl 2005), but rather by a wealth of 
options, contacts, people of different background, etc. There is one examples from the 
interviews that illustrates a special situation, in which diversity led to innovation. It is 
the case of a strategic collaboration between two companies to develop an automation 
system, which in turn helped the manufacturer to re-integrate manufacturing operations 
that were formerly located in Eastern Europe. Through personal connection in the local 
tennis club, the CEO of the manufacturing firm got in touch with the CEO of a firm that 
develops highly specialized automation systems. This contact, which eventually led to a 
significant improvement in the manufacturing process and subsequent process innova-
tions, came about because the two firm representatives stepped outside their realms and 
crossed sectoral boundaries.
While time to market, the strategic search for useful information and knowledge, 
strategic partnership and outreach with customers and suppliers seem to be common 
to the cases we researched, there is another side to “slow innovation” in the periphery 
that emerges from our data. Our examples and empirical insights reflect the ways in 
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which “slow innovation” processes, behaviors but also motivations might represent a 
more critical aspect of the capitalist society’s urge to speed up and accelerate. In this 
perspective, “slow innovation” may help us question social acceleration processes. The 
following examples highlight this aspect.
The majority of interviewees noted that experimentation played a crucial role in 
the development of their entrepreneurial ideas and innovation. Experimentation was 
seen as a way to try out new techniques and new ways of implementing ideas. Often this 
was done in undisturbed ways and the interviewees noted that the periphery afforded 
them the opportunity to try and experiment without pressure (e.g. from the market, time, 
etc.). Describing the experimentation process, one interviewee – an organic farmer who 
grows different kinds of vegetables at an altitude of around 1,400 m – noted that «I 
think it is the better part, because you can try one thing or strange vegetables such as 
colored carrots or lots of kinds of potatoes. But trying a lot of different vegetables needs 
also a lot of energy, because there are a lot of different things to do. So it is really never 
boring. I’m trying to understand which plant have the better results and try to concen-
trate on six or seven different kinds.» (Interview 7). Another slow innovator highlighted 
that the process of experimentation is not easy and said that “the production was not so 
perfect, it is normal, but we remembered all the things we studied at school and tried 
it again and again and we became better and better.” (Interview 8). While interviewees 
acknowledge that it is not easy to develop new ideas in the periphery (“But it’s not easy 
to have a good idea for a living here.” Interview 8), it seems that slow innovators do 
indeed enjoy this experimentation process and draw a lot of meaning for work but also 
life in general from it – despite difficult situations and circumstances the periphery may 
hold for them.
Slow innovators do not experiment in a vacuum. Many of the interviewees noted 
that they learn critical aspects of their trades from elders or from locals. A restaura-
teur who turned to cheesemaking, for example, took formal classes but then comple-
mented this with learning from locals and adapting their learned skills to local traditions. 
Another slow innovator appreciated the assistance from a local cook who helped her 
in the beginning. This relationship then turned into mutual learning as the local cook 
learned how to make new types of vegetarian dishes (Interview 3). Slow innovators not 
only learn from locals or elders, but also teach others, especially younger workers. One 
noted that they employ a young woman and that she studied agriculture “but she did not 
know how to do cheese, so we taught her” (Interview 8).
Meaningfulness and in particular the opportunity to work on projects holistically 
from the beginning to the end was highlighted by interviewees. One said that “I came 
here because, you can realize a lot of projects if you want. You need to have ideas, 
methods, but you can do it. […] What I wanted to do, maybe to give a better reason 
to my life, I don’t know. A meaning. To realize things. In the city, even if you, I’m a 
scientist, I couldn’t have access to social projects, even if I had some skills, but here 
you have the possibilities to do that. It is not because I’m the best.” (Interview 2). This 
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person realized the difference to her prior life in the city, in which her work was much 
more divided and compartmentalized.
Many interviewees also noted that if their business had been located in a city, it 
would have grown much more and become larger. At the same time they emphasized 
that growth was not their goal and that they are quite happy with the firm’s size, its 
market, etc. This seems to be in line with the literature on post-growth corporations. 
Empirical work has shown that there are a number of SMEs that do not have the goal 
of growing (Gebauer & Sagebiel 2015). Thus, slowness seems to also apply in terms 
of its connotation and relationship with post-growth aspects of contemporary econo-
mies.
1.4	Conclusion
In this exploratory essay, I highlight two dimensions of slow innovation that 
seems to be important when talking about innovation in the periphery. Innovation 
processes in peripheral regions differ from those in urban contexts, particularly regarding 
the type of knowledge involved, the relationship to time and time sensitivity of new 
ideas, the lower frequency of interaction with innovation interlocutors, but also the effort 
to draw on internal capacities and utilize strategic search processes. The interviews in 
peripheral Alpine regions in Italy and Austria highlight these aspects of slow innova-
tion. Yet, the data also hint at a second dimension of slow innovation that challenges 
the predominant market logic that underlines innovation studies in general, but also 
those studies that focus on the periphery and its deficiency when its comes to translating 
innovative ideas into marketable products and services and hence when it comes to 
describing economic progress in peripheral regions. This second dimension emphasizes 
practices, motivations and behaviors that elude the dominant market logic. Experimen-
tation, learning from elders and locals, but also teaching others (especially those who 
are younger) reflect aspects of economic practices that highlight that an undisturbed 
search (Eder 2018) for an experimentation with novel solutions seems to be especially 
possible in the periphery, in a space that is empty and where one can afford to take 
the time for these processes. Slow innovators take advantage of emptiness (Viazzo & 
Zanini 2014) and particularly the space and time this emptiness affords them to try out 
new things. The research also shows another aspect that we would need to consider in 
innovation studies and particularly in studies of the periphery. This aspect addresses 
the meaningfulness of work and why slow innovators choose to move or stay in the 
periphery and develop and implement their innovations there. Connecting meaningful-
ness and passion to the notions of working on projects holistically but also to the notion 
that many innovators noted that they were quite happy and content with the size, market 
reach etc. of their firm, inspires us to think about the meaning of (innovative) work and 
in the context of slow innovation. Interviewees do not see their innovative work as a 
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means to and end or even as a means to achieve status, growth and economic advance-
ment in a traditional sense, but they see their work as something that is not an end to 
itself but something that helps them and their communities. This aspect is important 
for the emerging debate about the role of (paid) work in a post-growth society (Seidl 
& Zahrnt 2019) and questions about work’s meaningfulness (Gerold 2019). A third 
aspect that seems important is that the interviews highlight the fact that slow innova-
tors do not aim to grow their corporate efforts infinitely. While Shearmur critically asks 
why peripheral regions do not develop and argues that when firms want to grow or scale 
up, they have to move to the urban environment, this work highlight another aspect, 
which is rooted in the deliberate post-growth choice of slow innovators. Slow innova-
tion, hence, cannot be reduced to considerations about time to market, but also have to 
take post-growth aspects such as deceleration into account. As a result, the periphery 
should be thought of as a space where economic actors can be innovative without 
pressures from the modern, accelerated market economy.
20 Heike Mayer
References
Alderman N. (1998), Innovation performance in the periphery: The case of mechanical and 
electrical engineering. Scottish Geographical Magazine, 114(2), pp. 94-102. <https://doi.
org/10.1080/00369229818737037>
Anderson A.R. (2000), Paradox in the periphery: an entrepreneurial reconstruction? Entre- 
preneurship & Regional Development, 12(2), pp. 91-109. <https://doi.org/10.1080/ 
089856200283027>
ARGE Vordenken für Osttirol (2019), Vordenken für Osttirol 2013 – 2018: Eine Region 
im Aufschwung. Lienz. Retrieved from: <https://www.vordenken-osttirol.at/wp-content/
uploads/2019/06/Vordenken-Abschlussdokumentation-2013_2018.pdf>
Bätzing W. (2015), Die Alpen. Geschichte und Zukunft einer europäischen Kulturlandschaft. 
München, C.H. Beck.
Bender O. & Kanitscheider S. (2012), New Immigration Into the European Alps: Emerging 
Research Issues. Mountain Research and Development, 32(2), pp. 235-241. <https://doi.
org/10.1659/MRD-JOURNAL-D-12-00030.1>
Bock B. (2016), On population decline and viability in the north of the Netherlands. Groningen. 
Retrieved from: <https://www.researchgate.net/publication/323389985_Emptiness_and_
space_On_population_decline_and_quality_of_life_in_the_north_of_the_Netherlands_
inaugural_speech_as_Professor_on_Population_Decline_and_Quality_of_Life_in_the_
north_of_the_Netherlands_at>
Chilla T. & Heugel A. (2019), The Alps 2050 Atlas. Retrieved from: <https://www.espon.eu/
sites/default/files/attachments/ESPON_Alps_2050_FR_annex_ATLAS.pdf>
Davies S., Michie R. & Vironen H. (2012), Can Peripheral Regions Innovate? In: Regional 
Development in Northern Europe. Peripherality, Marginality and Border Issues (pp. 118-
133). New York, Routledge.
Dijkstra L., Poelman H. & Rodríguez-Pose A. (2019), The geography of EU discontent. 
Regional Studies. <https://doi.org/10.1080/00343404.2019.1654603>
Donald B. & Gray M. (2019), The double crisis: in what sense a regional problem? Regional 
Studies, 53(2), pp. 297-308. <https://doi.org/10.1080/00343404.2018.1490014>
Eder J. (2018). Innovation in the Periphery. International Regional Science Review, 
016001761876427. <https://doi.org/10.1177/0160017618764279>
Eder J. & Trippl M. (2019). Innovation in the periphery: Compensation and exploitation 
strategies. Growth and Change, (April), pp. 1-21. <https://doi.org/10.1111/grow.12328>
European Union (2018). Inner peripheries in Europe: Possible development strategies to 
overcome their marginalising effects. Luxemburg. Retrieved from: <https://www.espon.eu/
sites/default/files/attachments/ESPON-Policy-Brief-Inner-Peripheries.pdf>
Florida R., Adler, P. & Mellander C. (2017), The city as innovation machine. Regional 
Studies, 51(1), pp. 86-96. <https://doi.org/10.1080/00343404.2016.1255324>
Gebauer J. & Sagebiel, J. (2015), Wie wichtig ist Wachstum für KMU? Ergebnisse einer 
Befragung von kleinen und mittleren Unternehmen. Diskussionspapier des IÖW 67/15. 
Berlin, Institut für Ökologische Wirtschaftsforschung.
Gerold S. (2019), Neubewertung von Arbeit: Vielfalt von Tätigkeiten ermöglichen und 
kombinieren. In: Tätigsein in der Postwachstumsgesellschaft (pp. 59-73). Marburg, 
Metropolis-Verlag.
21Slow Innovation in Europe’s Peripheral Regions
Glaeser E. (2011), Triumpf of the City: How Our Greatest Invention Makes Us Richer, Smarter, 
 Greener, Healthier, and Happier. The Penguin Press.
Grabher G. (2018), Marginality as strategy: Leveraging peripherality for creativity. Environment 
and Planning A, 0(0), pp. 1-10. <https://doi.org/10.1177/0308518X18784021>
Gregg M. (2017), The Athleticism of Accomplischments: Speed in the Workplace. In: The 
Sociology of Speed, pp. 102-116.
Grillitsch M., & Nilsson M. (2015), Innovation in pheripheral regions: Do collaboratins 
compensate for a lack of local knowledge spillovers? The Annals of Regional Science, 54, 
pp. 299-321.
Harrison J., Delgado M., Derudder B., Anguelovski I., Montero S., Bailey D., De Propris 
L. (2019), Pushing regional studies beyond its borders. Regional Studies, 0(0), pp. 1-11. 
<https://doi.org/10.1080/00343404.2019.1672146>
Lee N. & Rodríguez-Pose A. (2013), Original Innovation, Learnt Innovation and Cities: 
Evidence from UK SMEs. In: Urban Studies, 50(9), 1742-1759. <https://doi.
org/10.1177/0042098012470395>
Malecki E. & Poehling R. (1999), Extroverts and introverts: small manufacturers and their 
information sources. Entrepreneurship & Regional Development, 11, pp. 247-268. Retrieved 
from: <http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/089856299283191>
Mayer H., Habersetzer A. & Meili R. (2016), Rural-Urban Linkages and Sustainable Regional 
Development: The Role of Entrepreneurs in Linking Peripheries and Centers. Sustainability, 
8(8), p. 745. <https://doi.org/10.3390/su8080745>
Mayer H. & Knox P. (2006), Slow Cities: Sustainable Places in a Fast World. Journal of Urban 
Affairs, 28(4), pp. 321-334. <https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9906.2006.00298.x>
Mayer H. & Knox P. (2010a), Small Town Sustainability: Prospects in the Second Modernity. 
European Planning Studies, 18(10), pp. 1545-1565. <https://doi.org/10.1080/09654313.20
10.504336>
Mayer H. & Knox P.L. (2010b), Small Town Sustainability: Prospects in the Second Modernity. 
European Planning Studies, 18(10), pp. 1545-1565.
Mayer H. & Meili R. (2016), New Highlander Entrepreneurs in the Swiss Alps. Mountain Research 
and Development, 36(3), pp. 267-275. <https://doi.org/10.1659/MRD-JOURNAL-D-16-
00040.1>
Meili R. & Shearmur R. (2018), Diverse diversities - Open innovation in small towns and rural 
areas. Bern.
Pettenati G. (2013), La Val Maira (Piemonte): laboratorio territoriale di un nuovo popolamento 
montano. Journal of Alpine Research/Revue de Géographie Alpine, (101–3), pp. 1-14. 
<https://doi.org/10.4000/rga.2201>
Pink S. (2008), Sense and sustainability: The case of the Slow City movement. Local Environment, 
13(2), pp. 95-106.
Rodríguez-Pose A. (2018), The revenge of the places that don’t matter (and what to do about 
it). Cambridge Journal of Regions, Economy and Society, 11(1), pp. 189-209. <https://doi.
org/10.1093/cjres/rsx024>
Rodríguez-Pose A. & Fitjar R.D. (2013), Buzz, Archipelago Economies and the Future of 
Intermediate and Peripheral Areas in a Spiky World. European Planning Studies, 21(3), 
355–372. <https://doi.org/10.1080/09654313.2012.716246>
Rosa H. (2013), Social Acceleration: A New Theory of Modernity. New York, Columbia 
University Press.
22 Heike Mayer
Rosa H. (2017), Dynamic Stabilization, the Triple A. Approach to the Good Life, and the 
Resonance Conception. Questions de Communication. <https://doi.org/10.4000/
questionsdecommunication.11228>
Rosa H., Dörre K. & Lessenich S. (2017), Appropriation, Activation and Acceleration: The 
Escalatory Logics of Capitalist Modernity and the Crises of Dynamic Stabilization. Theory, 
Culture and Society. <https://doi.org/10.1177/0263276416657600>
Schulz C. (2012), Post-Wachstums-Ökonomien – (k)ein Thema für die Wirtschaftsgeographie? 
Zeitschrift für Wirtschaftsgeographie, 56(4), pp. 264-273.
Seidl I. & Zahrnt A. (2019), Tätigsein in der Postwachstumsgesellschaft. Marburg, metroplis.
Servillo L., Russo A.P., Barbera F. & Carrosio G. (2016), Inner Peripheries: Towards an EU 
place-based agenda on territorial peripherality. Italian Journal of Planning Practice, 6(1), 
pp. 42-75.
Shearmur R. (2015), Far from the Madding Crowd: Slow Innovators, Information Value, and the 
Geography of Innovation. Growth and Change, 46(3), 424-442. <https://doi.org/10.1111/
grow.12097>
Shearmur R. (2017), Urban Bias in Innovation Studies. In: Shearmur R., Bathelt H., Cohendet 
P., Henn S. & Simon L. (eds.), The Elgar Companion to Innovation and Knoweldge 
Creation: A Multi-Disciplinary Approach (pp. 440-456). Cheltenham, UK, Edward Elgar.
Shearmur R., & Doloreux D. (2016), How open innovation processes vary between urban 
and remote environments: slow innovators, market-sourced information and frequency of 
interaction. Entrepreneurship & Regional Development, 5626(March), pp. 1-21. <https://
doi.org/10.1080/08985626.2016.1154984>
Tödtling F. & Trippl M. (2005), One size fits all?: Towards a differentiated regional innovation 
policy approach. Research Policy, 34(8), pp. 1203-1219. <https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
respol.2005.01.018>
Viazzo P.P. & Zanini R.C. (2014), Taking advantage of emptiness? Anthropological perspectives 
on mountain repopulation and spaces of cultural creativity in the Alpine area. Revue de 
Géographie Alpine, 102–3, pp. 1-11. <https://doi.org/10.4000/rga.2478>
Wajcman J., & Dodd N. (2017), The Sociology of Speed. Oxford, Oxford University Press.
